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I. THE REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest is Nokia Corporation, having a 
principal place of business at Keilalahdentie 4, FIN-02150 Espoo, 
Finland. 

II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There are no related appeals and interferences. 

III. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

The final Office action examined claims 1, 2 and 4-24 and 
rejected same. Claim 3 was canceled by applicant. For this 
appeal, the claims are unchanged. The independent claims are 1, 
11 and 24. Claims 1, 11 and 24 are rejected only under 3 5 USC 
§103 (a) as being unpatentable over Kim (U.S. Pat. No. 6,597,918) 
in view of Wakatsuki (U.S. Pat. No. 6,792,450). The other claims 
are rejected based on the rejections of claims 1, 11 and 24. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No amendments have been filed since the mailing of the final 
Office action. 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

The independent claims involved in the appeal are claims 1, 
11, and 24, and a concise summary of the subject matter as claimed 
in the independent claims involved in the appeal is as follows: 

Claim 1, per its preamble, is to a method for use in 
conveying a plurality of messages (which, as recited later, convey 
a funny, explained below) from a sending terminal to a receiving 
terminal (each of which could be a mobile terminal as in Fig. 5, 
or could be a desktop computer with access to a telecommunications 
network/ system, as explained below) over a telecommunications 
system that is at least in part a wireless telecommunications 
system. As explained in the application at page 3, 11. 7-14, the 
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invention is in response to a perceived need for a way to be able 
to send a series of pictures (called frames in the application) 
that in combination make up what is here called a funny and so 
convey a single complete message, a way that allows the user to 
send the entire funny as a single message in that the user is not 
required to perform the same action for transmitting each picture 
and text, and likewise the recipient is able to receive and 
display the funny as a single message, comprising a series of 
pictures (frames), although only part of the message (e.g. one 
frame) would usually be viewable at any one time. As explained at 
page 13, line 28, other parts of the communication path may 
include a wireline communications network. 

As recited in claim 1, the plurality of messages conveys a 
plurality of frames of a funny, so that each frame is conveyed by 
one or more of the messages, and each frame is logically related 
to at least one other of the frames. Page 6, 11. 10-12, explain a 
"funny" to be a sequence of pictures and associated text that in 
combination and in a particular order make up a message. Figs. 1- 
3 show examples of different funnies being displayed on a terminal 
device. Each of Figs. 1-3 illustrate a different three -frame -long 
funny. For example, in Fig. 1, described at page 6, line 17, a 
terminal is shown first displaying a first frame 10a, and then a 
second frame 10b, and finally a third frame 10c. The term "funny" 
is to be understood to encompass not only a funny as in a comic 
strip and so comprising "frames" as in a comic strip, but also 
other kinds of frames. Fig. 3 is an example of a "funny" that is 
a puzzle, as opposed to a "comic strip" type of funny. See page 
8, beginning line 30, and continuing to page 9, line 6. (The 
first frame 31a of the funny shown in Fig. 3 instructs the 
receiver of the funny to look for differences between what is 
shown in the picture of the first frame and the pictures that 
follow in the second and third frames 31b 31c. The number of 
differences is indicated below the pictures of the second and 
third frames . ) 
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In using the invention, a user first creates a funny, which 
amounts to possibly creating from scratch the frames of a funny 
and arranging the frames in a desired order, but could also 
include obtaining a pre-existing funny, editing it, and either 
reordering the frames or accepting the existing order. Thus, the 
creating and arranging in order can be done many ways, as set out 
e.g. at page 12, line 23, through page 13, line 3 (which explains 
that the user can even reorder frames of an already existing 
funny) . See also Fig. 5, showing a mobile terminal including a 
"funny composer for composing a funny," which is explained (at 
e.g. page 10, 11. 17-20), as a module for enabling a user to 
compose funnies based on existing picture messages, clipart, and 
even other existing funnies. See also page 7, line 2, which 
describes the assembling of pictures and text into a single, 
personalized message, i.e. a funny. The composing of a funny thus 
can include an ordering of frames of a funny by the terminal, in 
response to inputs by the user creating the funny, an ordering 
that may or may not be distinct and separate from the process of 
creating the frames of a funny; instead, the ordering may be 
performed at the same time and in conjunction with creating the 
frames of a funny. Thus, and as recited in claim 1, the sending 
terminal assembles the plurality of messages conveying the frames 
of a funny in a desired order according to inputs by a user, i.e. 
the terminal uses signals indicating the desired order, as opposed 
to determining the order without input signals indicating the 
ordering. (The plurality of messages is ordered in this 
"assembling" by the user indicating to the terminal the order of 
the frames, which then determines the ordering of the messages 
used to convey the frames . ) 

Next, according to claim 1, the sending terminal indicates in 
each message the order of the message in the desired order, i.e. 
the sending terminal uses the ordering provided in the assembling 
step- -i.e. the desired order- -to modify each message by adding to 
it a number indicating its position in the desired order. See 



-5- 



Att. Docket 944-3.88 
Serial No. 09/863,897 

page 11, 11. 14-19 (in connection with Fig. 4). See also page 12, 
11. 4-13, which, in addition to explaining the indication of an 
order, notes that a message may convey only part of a frame of a 
funny, since, depending on the protocol in use (e.g. SMS) , a frame 
may be too long to convey as a single message. The application at 
page 12, 11. 9-12, refers to Fig. 5, and in particular the block 
labeled "SMS messages creator," which is shown as a module that 
indicates in each SMS message in a plurality of such messages used 
to convey a funny, the order in which the messages are to be 
assembled by the receiving terminal . 

Thus, according to claim 1, the step of "assembling" (in a 
desired order according to inputs by a user) is prefatory to (i.e. 
preliminary to) the step of "indicating" (the desired order) , 
because the "indicating" step uses as an input "the desired order" 
which is provided by the "assembling" step. 

Next, according to claim 1, the sending terminal sends all of 
the messages to the receiving terminal in response to an input by 
the user. See page 11, 11. 11-14, referring to Fig. 4, which 
shows (in the last step performed by the sender) the sending 
terminal receiving a command to send a funny as a single, unified 
message. See also page 9, 11. 15-18. 

Claim 11 recites means corresponding to the steps recited in 
method claim 1. Therefore, the above concise summary of the 
subject matter claimed by claim 1 is respectfully submitted as 
sufficient also for purposes of claim 11. 

Claim 24 is to a system comprising: a sending terminal (e.g. 
the mobile terminal for which a block diagram is provided in Fig. 
5, but also possibly a desktop computer, as explained at page 13, 
beginning line 25 and continuing to page 14, line 2), adapted for 
conveying to a receiving terminal (also e.g. the mobile terminal 
for which a block diagram is provided in Fig. 5, i.e. the sending 
and receiving terminal could be similarly equipped and configured 
mobile phones, or at least one could be a desktop computer with 
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access to a communications network) , via a wireless communications 
network (at least for part of the communications path, while other 
parts may be a wireline communications network, as explained at 
page 13, line 28), a plurality of messages (e.g. messages 
conveying the frames lOa-c of Fig. 1) , and including in each 
message ordering information indicating a position for the message 
in a desired ordering of the plurality of messages (as explained 
at e.g. p. 12, 11. 9-12, with the "desired ordering" a result of a 
user using the funny composer shown in Fig. 5, so as to compose 
funnies based on existing picture messages, clipart, and other 
existing funnies, as explained at p. 10, 11. 18-19, or possibly 
even reordering the frames of a funny, as explained at page 13, 
11. 1-2); and the receiving terminal, adapted for receiving the 
plurality of messages and ordering the message in the desired 
order as indicated by the ordering information (as explained at 
page 12, 11. 12-15); wherein the plurality of messages conveys a 
plurality of frames of a funny, so that each frame is conveyed by 
one or more of the messages, and wherein each frame is logically 
related to at least one other of the frames (as explained at page 
6, 11. 10-12, explaining a "funny" to be a sequence of pictures 
and associated text that in combination and in a particular order 
make up a message) . 

VI . ISSUES 

The following issues will be addressed in the argument: 
whether the final Office action and the subsequent advisory action 
erred in rejecting claims 1, 11 and 24 under 35 USC §103 (a) as - 
being unpatentable over Kim in view of Wakatsuki , and so erred in 
rejecting the other claims as well. 

VII. GROUPING OF THE CLAIMS 

Group 1 : Claim 1 to a method for use by a terminal in 
conveying a plurality of messages is argued. Claims 2 and 4-19 
stand or fall with claim 1. (Claims 2 and 4-10 depend from claim 
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1 and are not separately argued. Independent claim 11 to a 
terminal includes limitations corresponding to those of claim 1, 
and claims 12-20 depend from claim 11. None of claims 11-20 are 
separately argued.) 

Group 2: Claim 24 to a system including both a sending 
terminal and a receiving terminal is argued. Claims 21-23 depend 
(directly or indirectly) from claim 24 and in addition claim a 
server, but here stand or fall with claim 24. 

VIII. ARGUMENT 

A. Error in rejecting claim 1 under 35 USC section 103 

In the final Office action (and subsequent advisory action) , 
the Examiner asserts that Kim discloses the invention as in claim 
1 except for disclosing "the plurality of frames to be frames of a 
funny," and so relies on Wakatsuki for disclosing "the use of a 
plurality of frames to be frames of a funny." 

Kim teaches breaking up a single long message (longer than 
allowed in a single SMS frame) into component messages and 
indicating in each its ordering, sending the long message as a 
sequence of messages, and then reassembling the long message at 
the receiving end out of the component messages, using the order 
indicated in each provided during the breaking up process. (All 
of this is explained in the abstract.) Claim 1, on the other 
hand, recites assembling a plurality of messages in a desired 
order according to inputs by a user, indicating in each its order 
in the plurality, and sending all of the messages to a receiving 
terminal in response to an input by the user. 

The Examiner asserts that the disclosure in Kim of breaking 
up the long message into components and indicating in each 
component its order is encompassed by the second recited step: 
indicating in each of a plurality of messages its order (as 
determined by the first recited step of assembling the plurality 
of messages in a desired order) . The Examiner next asserts that 
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Kim's sending of the long message as a sequence of messages is 
encompassed by the third recited step: sending all of the messages 
to a receiving terminal in response to an input by the user. 
Finally, the Examiner asserts that Kim's reassembling/ 
reconstructing at the receiving end of the component messages is 
encompassed by the first recited step: assembling a plurality of 
messages in a desired order according to inputs by a user. (See 
the final Office action at section 6, which refers to the Office 
action dated May 19, 2004, "except for the plurality of frames to 
be frames of a funny." The Office action of May 19, 2004, cites 
Kim at col. 1, line 49 through col. 2, line 34, for disclosing the 
assembling step recited in the claim, and cites in Kim Figs. 1-3 
and col. 3, line 7, through col. 4, line 34, for disclosing the 
indicating of order step recited in the claim, and cites col. 1, 
line 53 through col. 2, line 34, and col. 3, line 7, through col. 
4, line 34, for disclosing the transmitting step recited in the 
claim. ) 

Applicant respectfully submits that Kim does not in fact 
teach or suggest the first recited step: the sending terminal 
assembling a plurality of messages in a desired order according to 
inputs by a user. The disclosure relied on in Kim is a disclosure 
not of the assembling as in claim 1, which is an ordering by a 
user, but instead a reassembling in the sense of a reconstructing 
or rebuilding of a message from its components. Thus, the 
rejection cannot stand. 

Further, applicant respectfully submits that Kim does not in 
fact teach or suggest the second recited step: the sending 
terminal indicating in each message the order of the message in 
the desired order. Instead, Kim discloses a sending terminal 
indicating in each component of a long message its order as an 
automatic result of the sending terminal breaking up the long 
message into the components. In contrast, the second recited 
step indicates in a message (which could be a long message) "the 
desired order," i.e. the order indicated by a user. Thus, the 
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second recited step uses the result of the first recited step as 
its starting point. Thus, the rejection cannot stand. 

Further, as mentioned in the "Summary of Claimed Subject 

Matter," according to claim 1 the step of "assembling" (in a 

desired order according to inputs by a user) is prefatory to the 

step of "indicating" (the desired order) , because the "indicating" 

step uses as an input "the desired order" provided by the 

"assembling" step. Thus claim 1 implies an order to the steps 

recited there, and it is well-settled that when a claim does 

recite steps in such a way that the order is expressly or 

impliedly limited, the scope of the claim is so limited. In 

Interactive Gift Express, Inc. v. Compuserve Inc., 56 USPQ 2d 

1647, 1661 (Fed. Cir. 2000), the Federal Circuit explained (citing 

Loral Fairchild Corp. v. Sony Corp., 181 F.3d 1313, 1322, 50 

USPQ2d 1865, 1870 (Fed. Cir. 1999)): 

Unless the steps of a method actually recite an 
order, the steps are not ordinarily construed to 
require one. ... However, such a result can ensue 
when the method steps implicitly require that they 
be performed in the order written. 

Now as explained, in asserting the Kim discloses the 
"assembling" step of claim 1, the Examiner relies on Kim teaching 
a receiving terminal reassembling into a long message received 
component messages of the long message. But this step is after 
the "indicating" and "sending" steps, and so cannot be said to be 
encompassed by the "assembling" step, which is clearly impliedly 
limited as prefatory to the "indicating" and "sending" steps, as 
explained above. Thus, the rejection cannot stand. 

Further, as noted, the Examiner concedes that Kim fails to 
disclose sending frames of a funny, and so relies on Wakatsuki . 
Applicant respectfully submits that at the cited locations in 
Wakatsuki (figures 7a-7c) what is disclosed is merely displaying 
on a communication terminal apparatus in "electronic comic mode" a 
plurality of still pictures downloaded from an electronic comic 
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server (sometimes called a "center"). Wakatsuki nowhere discloses 
frames of a funny in connection with any of the limitations 
recited in claim 1, not the assembling of frames in an order, nor 
the indicating of the order, nor the sending of all the frames in 
response to an input by a user. Further still, Wakatsuki actually 
teaches away from the invention, where it discloses (col. 4, 11. 
48-50) that: 

The communication terminal apparatus 10 prepares 
operation modes of the download mode [for getting a 
funny from the server] and the electronic comic 
mode [for viewing a funny] as other modes than this 
telephone mode. 

So Wakatsuki teaches that the viewing of what the application 
calls a funny is not for telephonic communication. Applicant 
therefore respectfully submits that there is no proper ground for 
asserting, as in the final Office action, that it would have been 
obvious to use the method of Kim to transmit a plurality of frames 
of a funny, instead of a single long message. 

Since Wakatsuki nowhere discloses a funny in connection with 
any of the limitations recited in claim 1, applicant respectfully 
submits that Wakatsuki is merely evidence that the prior art 
includes a funny. But applicant is not claiming to have invented 
a funny, as that term is used in the application and also as in 
Wakatsuki ; applicant claims only to have invented a method by 
which a funny is transmitted as possibly several messages from a 
sending telecommunications terminal to another (receiving) 
telecommunications terminal, a method that works because it 
includes steps of assembling messages conveying the frames of a 
funny (by assembling the frames themselves) according to a desired 
order provided by inputs (from a user) , indicating in each 
message its order, and then communicating the entire funny (i.e. 
all of the messages) in response to an input by the user 
indicating that the entire funny be communicated, as opposed to 
the user having to repeat the input for each frame. It is thus, 
applicant respectfully submits, unfair to reject the claims using 
art having no relationship to a funny (namely Kim ) , combined with 
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art showing merely that the prior art includes a funny, but not 
showing any of the steps/ means of the invention as claimed. 
Therefore, applicant respectfully submits the rejection cannot 
stand. 

One more note relevant to the appeal and responsive to the 

final Office action and the subsequent advisory action: The final 

Office action asserts that "... it [sic] is the response of July 2, 

2004 made it clear that the only difference between Kim and 

applicants [sic] invention is the information, which the funny." 

Applicant's attorney objects to such a characterization of the 

record. Nowhere on the record are there statements by applicant's 

attorney that could reasonably be relied on by the Examiner for 

such a characterization. When applicant's attorney wrote to 

clarify the record in that regard (in the request for 

reconsideration in response to the final Office action) , the 

Examiner asserted in the Advisory Action that applicant's attorney 

was trying to "invalidate what he stated in the Office action 

[sic] of July 2, 2004." Although neither the final Office action 

nor the Advisory action indicate where in the response of July 2, 

2004, applicant's attorney is supposed to have made the statements 

relied on by the Examiner for his characterization, applicant 

suspects that it is the statement made in connection with 

distinguishing the term "frames" as used in Kim , with "frames" (of 

a funny) , as used in the application. The response included: 

So Kim does not disclose a plurality of messages 
being conveyed by a plurality of frames in the 
sense used in the application, i.e. frames of a 
funny, as in claims 1, 11 and 24; instead, Kim 
teaches breaking up one message that is longer than 
a single SMS frame and sending it in pieces. 

Applicant respectfully submits that it is clear from a reading of 
the Office action and the entire response of July 2, 2004, that 
the above statement must be understood in terms of the context of 
the discussion of the term "frames" in Kim , compared to the 
meaning of that term in the claims. As a result of that Office 
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action, the Office cited a new ground for rejecting claim 1: 
instead of rejecting claim 1 under 35 USC §102 as anticipated by 
Kim , the Office (by way of the present Examiner) then rejected 
claim 1 as above, i.e. under 3 5 USC §103 as unpatentable over Kim 
in view of Wakatsuki . The response to the July 2, 2004, was 
deemed persuasive to overcome the rejections in the Office action 
being responded to. Applicant can hardly be penalized for needing 
to rely on only a single major distinction between the cited art 
and the invention as claimed, to overcome a rejection. When the 
Office conceded that the distinction was dispositive by providing 
a combination of references as a new ground of rejection ( Kim and 
Wakatsuki , as above) , applicant then distinguished the invention 
from the combination using other arguments. Applicant 
respectfully submits that the other arguments are not inconsistent 
with any statements made earlier. 

B. Error in rejecting claim 24 under 35 USC section 103 

Claim 24 recites a sending terminal for conveying to a 
receiving terminal via a wireless communications network a. 
plurality of messages, and including in each message ordering 
information indicating a position for the message in a desired 
ordering of the plurality of messages. Applicant respectfully 
submits that, as argued in traversing the rejection of claim 1, 
the limitation "in a desired ordering of the plurality of 
messages" distinguishes the invention as in claim 24 from the 
teachings of Kim in which component messages are sent including 
information indicating a position in a long messages according to 
an automatic dividing up process of the long message. Thus, for 
essentially the same reasons as give for claim 1, Kim cannot 
fairly be asserted to teach or suggest the invention as in claim 
24 irrespective of the limitation regarding the plurality of 
messages conveying a plurality of frames of a funny. 
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In addition, the same argument made objecting to the Office 
combining the teachings of Kim with Wakatsuki applies also to 
claim 24 . 

C. Corollaries of the Preceding Arguments 

It has been argued above that there was error in rejecting 
claims 1, 11 and 24 under 35 USC §103. Accordingly, and as set out 
in the above grouping of the claims, it is here asserted that 
there was error in the rejections under 35 USC §103 of the other 
claims remaining in the application. 

IX. CONCLUSION 

For all of the aforementioned reasons, it is respectfully 
submitted that the rejections of all the claims in the 
application, namely claims 1, 2 and 4-24, are error, and the 
rejections should be reversed. Allowance of all the claims in the 
application is earnestly solicited. 
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X. APPENDIX- -THE CLAIMS INVOLVED IN THE APPEAL 

1. (Previously presented) A method for use in conveying a 
plurality of messages from a sending terminal to a receiving 
terminal over a telecommunications system that is at least in part 
a wireless telecommunications system, the method comprising: 

a) the sending terminal assembling the plurality of messages 
in a desired order according to inputs by a user; 

b) the sending terminal indicating in each message the order 
of the message in the desired order; 

c) the sending terminal sending all of the messages to the 
receiving terminal in response to an input by the user; 

wherein the plurality of messages conveys a plurality of 
frames of a funny, so that each frame is conveyed by one or more 
of the messages, and wherein each frame is logically related to at 
least one other of the frames. 

2. (Previously entered) The method of claim 1, further comprising 
the sending terminal associating with a frame of the plurality of 
frames a special effect to be performed when the frame is 
displayed. 

3. Claim 3 is canceled. 

4. (Previously entered) The method of claim 2, wherein the 
special effect is selected from the group comprising vibrating the 
frame, providing a sound when the frame is first displayed, 
providing a sound when the frame is closed, opening the frame in 
stages, and closing the frame in stages. 

5. (Previously presented) The method of claim 1, further 
comprising the sending terminal preparing a frame of the plurality 
of frames by indicating a picture to be displayed in the frame 
and/or by providing text to be displayed in the frame. 
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6. (Previously presented) The method of claim 1, further 
comprising the sending terminal downloading from a service an 
already-created message and editing the text of a frame of the 
plurality of frames to personalize the plurality of frames for an 
assumed operator of the receiving terminal . 

7. (Previously presented) The method of claim 1, further 
comprising the sending terminal downloading from a service or 
retrieving from stored memory an already- created picture for use 
as the picture of a frame of the plurality of frames and 
optionally providing text to be associated with the picture. 

8. (Previously presented) The method of claim 1, wherein the 
plurality of frames is provided using a pre-existing message 
service selected from the group comprising short message service 
(SMS) , extended message service (EMS) , and multimedia messaging 
service (MMS) . 

9. (Previously presented) The method of claim 1, wherein the 
plurality of frames consists of three ordered frames, each frame 
comprising a picture and associated text personalized for an 
intended recipient. 

10. (Previously entered) The method of claim 1, wherein the 
plurality of frames is protected from being copied using a form of 
protection selected from the group comprising: copy protection, 
digital rights management, and encryption. 

11. (Previously presented) An apparatus for use by a sending 
terminal in conveying a plurality of messages to a receiving 
terminal via a wireless communications network, the apparatus 
comprising : 

a) means for assembling the plurality of messages in a 
desired order according to inputs by a user; 
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b) means for indicating in each message the order of the 
message in the desired order; 

c) means for sending all of the messages to the receiving 
terminal in response to an input by the user; 

wherein the plurality of messages conveys a plurality of 
frames of a funny, so that each frame is conveyed by one or more 
of the messages, and wherein each frame is logically related to at 
least one other of the frames. 

12. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 11, further 
comprising means for associating with a frame of the single 
message a special effect to be performed when the frame is 
displayed. 

13. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 12, further 
comprising means for reviewing properties of a frame of the 
plurality of frames, including whether or not a special effect has 
been associated with the frame. 

14. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 12, wherein the 
special effect is selected from the group comprising vibrating the 
frame, providing a sound when the frame is first displayed, 
providing a sound when the frame is closed, opening the frame in 
stages, and closing the frame in stages. 

15. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 11, further 
comprising means for preparing a frame of the plurality of frames 
by indicating a picture to be displayed in the frame and/or by 
providing text to be displayed in the frame. 

16. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 11, further 
comprising means for downloading from a service an already-created 
message and editing the text of a frame of the plurality of frames 
to personalize the plurality of frames. 
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17. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 11, further 
comprising means for downloading from a service or retrieving from 
stored memory of the apparatus an already- created picture for use 
as the picture of a frame of the plurality of frames and/or means 
for providing text to be associated with a picture. 

18. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 11, wherein the 
plurality of frames is provided using a pre-existing message 
service selected from the group comprising short message service 
(SMS) , extended message service (EMS) and multimedia messaging 
service (MMS) . 

19. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 11, wherein the 
plurality of frames comprises three ordered frames, each frame 
comprising a picture and/or associated text. 

20. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 11, wherein the 
plurality of frames is protected from being copied using a form of 
protections selected from the group comprising: copy protection, 
digital rights management, and encryption. 

21. (Previously presented) A system according to claim 24, 
further comprising: a server wirelessly coupled to the sending 
terminal and to the receiving terminal, for providing a picture to 
either the sending terminal or the receiving terminal in response 
to a request for the picture from either the sending terminal or 
the receiving terminal . 

22. (Previously presented) The system of claim 21, wherein the 
server for providing a picture in response to a request for the 
picture does so in response to a bookmark communicated by the 
receiving terminal according to a wireless application protocol. 

23. (Previously presented) The system of claim 21, wherein the 
server for providing a picture in response to a request for the 
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picture does so in response to a request communicated by the 
sending terminal, thereby making available the picture for use by 
the sending terminal in composing one or more of the plurality of 
messages . 

24. (Previously presented) A system comprising: 

a) a sending terminal, adapted for conveying to a receiving 
terminal via a wireless communications network a plurality of 
messages, and including in each message ordering information 
indicating a position for the message in a desired ordering of the 
plurality of messages; and 

b) the receiving terminal, adapted for receiving the 
plurality of messages and ordering the message in the desired 
order as indicated by the ordering information; 

wherein the plurality of messages conveys a plurality of 
frames of a funny, so that each frame is conveyed by one or more 
of the messages, and wherein each frame is logically related to at 
least one other of the frames. 
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